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Responses to Comments from California Grape & Tree Fruit League

53-1. Currently, several agencies can—and, depending on the locality in question, do—regulate
biosolids land application sites.  Those agencies can include EPA, the RWQCBs, and local
county authorities.  Under the proposed GO, however, the SWRCB would have ultimate
responsibility for oversight of and compliance with the requirements of the GO.  See also
Master Response 1 regarding the funding and oversight relationship between the SWRCB
and the RWQCBs.

53-2. Charles A. Sorber and Barbara E. Moore in association with the University of Texas at
Austin performed a literature review on this matter entitled Survival and Transport of
Pathogens in Sludge-Amended Soil (Sorber and Moore 1987).  The subject literature
review cites more than 150 pathogen-related studies.  EPA’s requirements in the Part 503
regulations, which form the baseline requirements for the proposed project, are partially
based on that literature review.  Also, those studies cited in Chapter 5, “Public Health”, of
the draft EIR and Appendix B of this final EIR (a revised version of Appendix E, “Public
Health Technical Appendix”, of the draft EIR) are useful sources of information regarding
pathogen survival and transport.

53-3. Although the specific Class B restrictions are taken mainly from the Part 503 regulations,
other prohibitions, discharge specifications, and provisions further restrict land
applications.  These additional requirements reflect the cautious approach taken by
SWRCB staff to biosolids land application under the proposed GO.  Many of the discharge
prohibitions in the GO have been changed to be more quantitative since the draft EIR was
prepared.  See Master Response 9 (application restrictions to limit wind-blown dust) and
responses to comments 11-14 (more specific requirements  for conditional use permits) and
21-80 (prohibitions on application in areas of gully erosion or washout).

53-4. The commenter’s discussion regarding the perceptions of biosolids being or not being an
organic product is noted.  The GO and the EIR make no claims regarding the land
application of biosolids as an organic practice.  No response is necessary.

53-5. See response to comment 21-57.

53-6. See Master Responses 13, 14, 15, and 16.

53-7. It is established that the metals contained in biosolids will accumulate in the soil column.
With this in mind, EPA established risk-based limits for those pollutants shown by its
studies to be of concern.  See responses to comments 50-11 and 50-13.

53-8. The draft EIR addressed issues regarding the human-affecting pathogens, using the
currently available knowledge on disease types and their reported occurrence in California.
Revisions have been made to the section addressing public health (see Appendix B of this
final EIR).  However, no reports exist that identify documented instances of disease being
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contracted by humans from biosolids applications.  See Master Response 15 regarding
groundwater monitoring considerations with regard to pathogens.

53-9. The commenter’s opinion regarding the relationship between public perception, price, and
demand is noted.  Section 15358 of the State CEQA Guidelines states that “Effects
analyzed under CEQA must be related to a physical change.”  Any discussion of economic
consequences related to public perception of biosolids use would be speculative because
public perception and its effects on the market are based on many unpredictable variables.
Although the proposed GO could have some undefined economic effect, the EIR is an
analysis of environmental effects and is not the appropriate venue for analyzing strictly
economic factors of the proposed project.  See also the response to comment 11-6.

53-10. The commenter’s opposition to the land application of biosolids is noted.  No response is
necessary.
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